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RESPONSE TO REQUIREMENT FOR RESTRICTION 

This paper is in response to the requirement for restriction contained in the 
Office Communication mailed 06/24/2002. Restriction to one of the following 
inventions is required: Group I, claims 1-12, drawn to a device; and Group II, 
claims 13-18, drawn to a method. 

The applicants elect Group I, claims 1-12, with traverse>and request that 
the requirement for restriction be withdrawn in light of the following comments. 

In paragraph 2 of the Office Communication, the Examiner has provided 
an example of a materially different process that he states will result in the 
claimed product. In order to more clearly understand the examiner's example, 
the Examiner's process is restated on the following page along with a sketch of 
the resulting product at each step of the process: 
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STEP 



RESULTING PRODUCT 



"etching a conductive layer having 
a tungsten layer formed on a 
polish stop layer to form a 
conductive layer" 




"depositing a second polish stop 
layer over the feature so etched" 
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"depositing a layer of dielectric 
material over the feature so 
formed" 



"planarizing the dielectric layer" 




The process suggested by the Examiner results in a product having a 
dielectric layer fully exposed along its top surface. The claimed product has a 
"polish stop layer disposed over the dielectric layer" (quoted from claim 1 ). 
These two products are materially different as illustrated by comparing FIG, 2 of 
the present application with the sketches above. Accordingly, the claimed 



product cannot be formed by the process described in the Office Communication, 
and the requirement for restriction should be withdrawn. 

The Examiner is invited to call the undersigned attorney if he would like to 
discuss this response or any other issue related to this application. 

Respectfully submitted, 



David G. Maire, Reg. No. 34,865 
Beusse Brownlee Bowdoin & Wolter, P.A. 
390 N. Orange Ave., Suite 2500 
Orlando, FL 32801 
telephone: 407-926-7704 
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